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The Honorable Bi1ii Barrett
United States House of Reps.
Wazhington, L. C il B
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I have been interested in aviation for sz long as 10 can
ramembar ., I am active in a local club whose membar
constructing and opsrating radio controlled moasl Al

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission
(FCCY . The proceeding 1s FR [ocket 22-235. I+ adopted, the
new rules will greatly reduce the usability of freausncies
zurrently assigned for model wse and increase the risk ot
accidents and attendant liability for coniroiling model

KLTD D ANES .

Our radio control freguencies are i1n the 72-78 MHz band.
This band is primariliy wused for private land mobile dispatch
oparations, However, our radio control {freguencies in this
pband are +ar enough apart from the jand mobile freguencies
that we have been able to share the band without either use

interfering with thes othesr.

MNow the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidihs and rearranging the
band pian. Az a result, many land mobile +freguencies wili
move cligcse2r to the radio control  frequenciss and cause
interference to radio control operations. I am told that of
the 50 frequencies that are presently available +for radio
control of model airplanes, only 19 freqgquencies will be izft
1f these new rulies ar adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we a0
to gareat lengths to assure the safetvy of the operators and

bystanders and the protection of groperty. Many of our
satety precautions invaive the careful coordination and use
of the radio control rEqUenCles. I+ the number of usabDle

treguencies 1is diminished as proposed by the FOO, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and ths margin
or satety will be areatly decreassd.

Fleaze maryy model airplanes nave wWing Spans
L to 2 asz much as 30 or 40 pounds. The
modeis themsely expensive To bulld; but morse to the
point, thev ars capable ot causing property damags, serisus
1Py, o @ven  dsati if radio interferencs caudusss tThe
operator to loss control of the craft. We often fl1v our
1 4=1a}! and contests whers hundersds oFf

J nesd  the wuss of ouwre foll
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RE: Proposed (FCC) PR Docket 92-235

To: Congrassman William E. Barrett
1213 Longworth Blde.
Washington D.C. 29515

I have just received notice of a proposed frequency change by the Federal
Communications Commisgsion (PR Docket 92-2358)that would be extremely harmful
to both individuals and small business alike.

Radio Control (R/C) Modeling has been an american and a world pastime for
decades. The frequency changes that are beingconsideredwould cause extreme
hardship on this growing industry. R/C modeling has just finished in 1991,
updating hundreds of thousands of radio control set to meet the standards
Just imposed by the FCC in 1991 The Average cost of a radio control set is
$300.00 and the life expectancy of each is 10-15 years. The last frequency
change was well thought out since Citizen Band and Amateur Radio were using
the same frequencies. This dual and triple use of mobile frequency user had
put Radio Control Aircraft in real danger of crashing and very possibly
causing death or injury. Models today can weight in excess ot 50 pounds and
travel a speeds of 150 MPH.

1 am a second generation mecdeler and [ hope that some day my children will
have a chance to enjov modeling. The cast to our industry to once again be
subjected to extreme upgrade changas would be financial disaster.

Cur 29 year old club holds annual flying shows
enjoy., as do most other clubs, the proposed mu
insertion would make the liability to zreat to offer entertainment to the
public.

Most flving site:
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I can only ask that cu give our Radic Contrcl o
consideration possivle to help protect it’s right to exi
education and entertainment to future generations.
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Senator J. James Exon LIS
Senator Bob Kerrey '
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The Honorable Rill Barrett
United States House of Reps.
Washinagton, . C. 20515

Dear Representative Barrett:
1 have been interested in aviation far az lonag as 1 can

remember . I am active in a local club whose membars 2nioy
constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Eommi;sicn
FEC) The proceeding is FR LDocket 2-23%. I¥f adopted, the
new rules will areatly reduce the usability of irﬂaupnrle?
(]

currently assigned for model use and increase the rizk
accidents and attendant liability for controll
ailrplanes .,

Our vradio control frequencies are in the 7Z2-74 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operationg, However, our radic control frequencies in this
band are far enough apart from the tand mobile frequencies
that we have been ahle to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Mow the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
zplitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranaging the
band plan. Az a recsult, many land mobile frequencies will
move closer to the Pad1o control frequencies and cause
interference to Padio control operatlans. I am told that ot
the 50 frequencie that are presently available +for radio
control of modeld a1rp\anes only 19 frnquenc1e- will be left
if these new rules ar adopted

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control | we gn
to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and

byvstanders and the protection of roperty . HMany of oupr
safety precauntions invalve the careful FODPdlﬂatlﬂﬂ and use
of the radio control frequencies. I+ the number of usable
freguencies is diminished as proposed vy the FLCC, the

remainina frequencies will become congested and the margin
of satety will be greabtlv decreased.

Fleaze understand that many model airplanes have wing spans
up to 10 feet and wide azs much as 30 ar 40 pounds.  The
maodals themselves are expensive to build: but more to the
pg;nt_ they are capable of causing prmpprt/ damage, serious
injury, aor even death 1if radio interference causes the

aperator to 1ose contral of the craft. We often fly our
nodels at organized events and romfegtz whetre hundrsds of
aperators Darf1rlnAfa. We neesd tre use of our  foll
rumnlmmmnf of radio freguencies in orde o assuwe a safe

flvina environmant .

I do not think it is wise of the FOC to zeek to imprave the
operating conditions of land mobile radio wsers at  the
expense of radic control modelers. The FCC mav not think we

are2 as important as business users of radios, but we hav
conziderable inue~tmmnf in our models and in our ra
equipmeant The hobby providesz many hours of eniovment
thouzands of people like mysedlf ‘and contributes +fo

aﬂ;anfement and development of the commercial aviation
industry,

Fleaze help me co tlnuc the szafe enjoyment of mv pastime by
not allowing the FCC te carry out itz proposals for 7276
FHz band.
Fezspectfu






U.5. Rep. Bill Barrett
1407 Longworth House
Office Building
Washington, D. C. 20515
202-225-46435

Dear Sires:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal
Communicaticons Commission (FCC) is considering an action
that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very
important hobby of mine, radio controlled (R/C)» model cars
and trucks.

Your Notice of Froposed Rule Making (NPPM) in PR Docket

S s (2 "‘5—ﬁ?ﬁHlil‘iél!;;;;;;;;;ﬁ;;;;;

ucers and frequencies uced by R/C enthuciasts. 1The new Fart

88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at
least 31 of the S0 channels on the 72 Mhz band and 10 of the
30 frequencies on the 73 Mhz band now used by hobbyriste. In
fact, more channels will liKely by affected.

This action will have a severe and detrimental impact upon

me and the entire R/C hobby industry. If put into effect,

my R/C car could be severely damaged by the influence of a

mobile user I‘d have no way of Knowing about. This in turn
could create a health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for 2 vears. 1 own 3
tadics and 2 radio controlled care and trucks. In addition
I have numerous motors, chargers, field accessories and
other products necessary to operate my care both in zport
and competition situations. When you consider there are
hundreds of thoucsande of other RA/C hobbriste in the UU.S.
Just like my son and me, these proposed rule changes will
affect z lot of people economically and in terms of



February 10, 1793

The Honorable William Barrett
U.2., House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Barrett,
I am writing to voice an argument against PR Docket 92-235.

1 enjoy the hobby of remote control airplane flying very
much. After a week of working long hours I need some way to
relax, and flving provides this for me. At the same time
fl¥ing challenges me to learn more about assembling and
repairing the planes and the engines and the flying itself
takes quite a bit of skill and coordination.

The change in frequency assignments which is being proposed
would not only makKe control of my equipment impossible if
somecne with the new frequency came too close, it would also
make some of my radic equipment unusable, 1 don’t believe
this is fair to me or to the thousands of other flyers like
M .

.2 recon<ider before making any changes. Now is rour
e to demonstrate what the new administration sars it
about: being fair to all citizens it represents.
Hobbyists l1iKe me are just as important as the business
community this change caters to, and hobbys like flying are
more important than ever in these times of sconomic hardship
and stress. Do the right thing, and Keep me and others like
me in the air.

Thank you, | g 6c\‘<{\(
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Tihv: Honorable Birll Barretl
Lexty LLoang@worth Builldinag

Washington, D.C. 20515

Cear Mr. Barrettb:

{ have been interested in model aviation for many years and
doirive many hours of enjoyment trom constructing and operating
radion-controlled model airplanes. I am very active in a local club
callad the "Grand lzland Hi-Flyers” whose membetrs provide
anter tainment for local voauth and adult aroups with theii- flying
demonztrations. I personally own several R/C radios and models and
have a workshop full of other products necesz.ary to operate my
mode |l .

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently

under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
- e * — WL TR 2= ——— 4 - » a8 Ll-i—_-.-, . i
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reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for R/C model
use and increase the risk of accident and attendant liability.

Cur radio-contiol frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This
BHangd i3 primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However . our radio-controll frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile freauencies that we have been able to
zhore the band without either use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR 92-235 replaces
Part 20 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 20 allows for_safe uze
ot R/ alrcraft and surface models by keeping 10O Khz spacing between
fixed commeircial users and frequencies used by R/C enthusiasts. The
naw Pairt 88 will allow mobile users on freguencies within 2.5 Khz of
froauencles avallable to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of
the SO channels on the 72 MHz band (for R/C aircraft) and 10 of the
70 freaquencies on the 75 MHz band (for R/C carz and boats) now usz by
the hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

What we operate our R/C models., we go to the areat lengths to
as3urae the safety ot the operatore and bvstanders and the protection

af pinperty. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and uze of the radio control freguencies. If the number
af uzable frequencies 1s diminished as proposed by the FCCG, the

remaining freauencies will become congested and the margin of safety
Wwill be greatly decreaed.

T don’t think it 1s wore of the FCC to seek to expand the
op=ration conditions of land mobile radio u<sers at the expense of the
tadin-controll modelers. The FCC may not think we are as imporcicant
4% buzin2ss users of the radio. but we have 3 considerable investment
i cur models and 1n our radio equipment. It is a sizable industry
that mu=t be saved for these detrimental FCC actions. The hobbyv
provides many hours of enjoyvment to hundreds of thousands of people
Pive mvself and comtributes te the advancement and dewvelopment of the

commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposed PR Docket 92-235 for the

s T e e a2 T oot Fhe FCC has a









February 10, 1983

The Honorable Bill Bairett

1607 Longworth Bidg.
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Barrett,

it has recently come to my attention that the FCC (Federal Communications Commission) is
considering an action that will severely imil and potentiafly efiminate a very important hobby of mine,
R/C (radio controlled) model airplanes, heficopters, boats and cars. | am a member of The Grand
istand Modeler's Association and have been building and flying model aircraft for thirty five years.

The proposed rules that are cumently under consideration by the FCC (Federal
Communications Commission) are PR Docket 92 - 235. If adopted, it will greatly reduce the safety
and usability of frequencies currently assigned for modet use.

The proposed rules replaces Part 80 with a new Part 88. Part 80 aflows for safe use of R/IC
models by keeping 10 KHZ spacing between fixed high power commercial users and frequencies
used by R/C enthusiasts. The new part 88 will allow mobil users on frequencies within 2.5 KHZ of
frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHZ
band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHZ band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more
channets will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the intire R/C hobby industry.
if put into effect, my model could easily be rendered uncontrolable. | hesitate to mention 4, but feel
forced to mention the incident that occured several years ago at RFK stadium where a model airplane
was rendered uncontrolable due to a fixed users spufrious emissions. | understand that mode!
aircraft kilied a spectator in the grandstands. This type of occurance could possibly become much
more commonpiace if this new rule becomes law.

1 have been involved in this hobby for 35 years and now my children are becoming involved.
There are hundreds of thousands of individuals in the United States like myself and thousands here
in the State of Nebraska who enjoy this hobby and these proposed rule changes will affect ali of us.
Both in terms of economics and enjoyment. Existing R/C radio equipment that is "iegal” right now
would be rendered obsolete and useless ovemnight, resulting in millions of dollars in losses {o all of the
hundreds of thousands of hobbyists like myself.

if the Mcbil Telephone Companies who would use these frequencies, agreed fo reemburse
all of the hobbyists who would be forced to replace their R/C radio equipment then | would agree that
this new proposed ruling should take affect, however i do nat befieve that they would be so charitable,

and so | request that this proposed ruling change be dropped.

These proposed changes are going to be reviewed on February 26, 1993, and so | urgently
request your help to continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby and spert by not alowing the FCC to
carry out il's proposed ruling change.

Respectfully Submitted,

2 N N e D=
Aubrey %
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The Honorable 8111 Barrect
LoGC7 londworth Building

Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Barratt:

I have been interested in model aviation for many vears and
Jderive many hours of enjoyment from constructing and operating
radio-controlled model airplanss. I am very active in a local club
callad the "Grand Island Hi-Flvers” whose members provide
antertainment for local vouth and adult groups with their flying
demonztrations. I personally own several R/C radios and models and
have a workshop full of other products necessary to operate my
node L= .,

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).

o - .= et - r_nheﬁ—.g—‘l_l . -ﬂ“ - P

reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for R/C model
use and increase the risk of accident and attendant liability.

Cur radio-contiol frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This
Dand 1s grimarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However . our radic-contrcll frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobiie frequencies that we have been able to
=hore +the band without either use intarfering with the other.

Tihe Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR 92-235 replaces
Part 20 of tha rules with a new Part 38. Part 30 allows for_safe uze
ot R/C airciaft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between
fixed commeircial users and frequencies used by R/C enthusiasts. The
naw Rai't 828 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
fr2quencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of
the SO channels on the 72 MHz band (for R/C aircraft) and 10 of the
30 freqguencies on the 75 MHz band (for R/C cars and boats) now us2 by
the hobbvicts. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our R/C models, we go to the great lengths to
assure the sarety ot the omeratorsz and bystanders and the protection
of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control freguencies. If the number
of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC., the
remaining fireguencies will become congested and the margin of safety
will be greatly decreaed.

I don’t think 1t is wore of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation conditions of land mobile radio users at the expenze of the
radio-controll modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as businass users of the radio, but we have a considerable investment
in cur models and 1n our radio equipment. It is a sizable industry
that must te saved for these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby
provides many hour= of enjoyment to hundreds of thcusands of pecgle
iike myself and comtiibutes to the advancement and development of the

commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposed PR Docket 92-235 for the
72-76 MKz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has 2a
deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more

e 1 wmea e Al e e & mmn vt vt~ FfFocr



February 1, 1993
The Honorable Bill Barratt
« 1607 Longworth Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Barrett:

i have been interecsted in model aviation for many years and
derive many hours of anjoyment from constructing and operating
radio-controlled model airplanes. I am very active in a local club
called the "Grand Island Hi-Flyers” whose members provide
entertainment for local youth and adult groups with their flying

demonstirations. I personally own several R/C radios and models and
have a workshop full of other products necessary to operate my
models=s.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR 92-235. If adopted the new rule will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for R/C model
use and increase the risk of accident and attendant liability.

Our radio-contirol frequencies are in the 7Z2-76 MHz band. This
band iz primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However . our radio-controll frequencies in this band are far enough
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cshore the band without either use intsrfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR 92-23S5 replaces
Part 20 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for_safe use
ot R/C airciraft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between
fixed commercial users and frequencies used by R/C enthusiasts. The
new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
fragquencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of
the SO channels on the 72 MHz band (for R/C aircraft) and 10 of the
30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for R/C cars and boats) now uss by
the hokbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

Hhen we operate our R/C models, we g0 to the great lengths to
Assure the safety ot the operators and bystanders and the protection
of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control freguencies. If the number
of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC. the
remaining freauencies will become congested and the margin of safety
will be greatly decreaed.

T don’t think 1t isz wore of the FCC to seek to expand the
np=tation conditions of land mobile radio ucers at the expense of the.

radic-controll modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of the radio, but we have a considerable 1nvestment
1in cur models and 1n our radio equipment. It 1 a sizable industiy
that must e saved for these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby

provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thcousands of pecpole
Iike mvzelf and comtributes to the advancement and development of the
—ommercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposed PR Docket 92-235 for the
72-76 MKz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has a qg
deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more ﬁb
difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect. \?)
&

Ne!l 6. Eriksen Sincerely, =,
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I am very concerned about proposed rules that are
currently under cornsideration by the Federal Communications
Commissiaon (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If
adopted the rew rules will greatly reduce the usability of
frequercies currently assigned for model use and increase the
risk of accidents and atterndant liability for contralling model
airplanes.

Our radic control freguenciss are in the 72-786 MHZI band.
This is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our radio corntrol freguencies in this band
are far encugh apart from the land maobile frequerncies that we
have been able to share the band without either use interfering
with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile freqguencies
by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the
barnd plam. As a result, many land mobile frequerncies will move
closer to the radioc conmtrol frequencies and cause interference
to radio contraol operatioms. I am told that of the SO
frequencies that are presently available for radic contral of
madel airplarnes, only 19 frequericies will be left if these new
rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplares under radio control, we go
to great lengths to assuwre the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of cur safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and uwuse of the
radio control frequencies. If the rnumber of usable frequencies
is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining freqgencies
will become congested arnd the margin of safety will be greatly
decreased.

Flease urderstand that many model airplanes have wing
gpans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The
models themselves are expenive to build: but more to the point,
they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or
ever death 1f radio interference causes the aperator to lose
cotrol of the craft. We often fly owe model at orpanized
events were many spectors are precent.

I do mot think it is wigse of the FCC to seek Lo improve
the ocperating conditions of land mobile radio users at the
sxpense of radic control modelers. The FCC may rnot think we are
as importarnt as busiress users of radios, but we have a
considerable investment in owr models and iv owr radio
equipment. The hobby praovides many howre of enjoyment to
dhovsands of pecple like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation
imduasbery.

Hlease help me continue Lthe safe enjoynment of my pastime

by not allowing the FCC to carry out its praposals for the 78— %,\%q
. o

76 MHz band.
‘ Gue Siricerely, ?E% I\
2 =3 Heosg
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The Honorable Bill Barrett
1213 Longworth House Office Bldg.
Washington,, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Barrett;

I am writing you in protest to (NPRM-PR Docket 92-235) which
deals with radio frequencies used in the Radio Controlled
Model Airplane hobby. I am presently a member of a model
club which will be affected by this issue if it is adopted.
I am also a public school teacher. One of the classes I
teach involves the construction, flight and scientific
principles dealing with model aircraft, as well as the
scientific concepts dealing with general aviation aircraft.

I own several model RC airplanes along with five radio
control systems. This law would make this equipment
unusable if this frequency assignment is adopted.

Since the proposed new frequencies are so close,
interference will occur and render most frequencies
unusable. Not only will this create a financial hardship
for me, my club and my school; it will put innocent
bystanders at risk in the area of RC flying sites. Since
the new frequencies are designated as "mobile", and they are
allowed tolerance which will overlap the present RC model
frequencies they will cause many model airplane crashes out
of anyone's control. Innocent people could be injured or
killed, property will be subject to damage and modelers will
suffer needless property losses.

Please help me through your representation by stopping the
FCC from implementing this rule.

Yours truly
Bill Foster
Platte River RC Club

Box 305 FEB‘_“\QQ%

Gibbon, NE 68840



January 31, 1993

The Honorable Bill Barrett
U. S. House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Mr. Barrett:

I am an active Radio Control Model enthusiast, and as such I am extremely concerned
about the Federal Communications Commissions (FCC) proposed rule modifications, PR
Docket 92-235, that will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
radio control model use. These frequency changes, if adopted, would greatly increase the
risk of accidents, and create an enormous liability problem for anyone flying radio
controlled models. In short, the proposed frequency changes will make safe Radio Cantral
Operations nearly impossible. These changes may destroy a hobby for many thousands of
Americans, as well as cause the certain job less of many individuals who make their living
in the Radio Cantrdl industry.

Radio control frequencies are in the 72 to 76 MHz band, a band which has primarily been
used for private land mobile dispatch operations. The radio control frequencies in this
band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without interfering with each other.

The FCC now wants to create more land mobile frequencies by rearranging the band. As
a result, many of the land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control

frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. As I stated earlier, if these
frequency changes are adopted, the safe operation of Radio Contral Models will be severely

jeopardized.

Many radio controlled models have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 to 40
pounds. The models are expensive to build, but more importantly, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, ar even death if radio interference causes the
operater to lose contral of the craft. Radio control modelers go to great lengths to ensure
the safe operation of their models. Crowding the frequency band will throw in a safety
variable that no modeler can control. It is unacceptable for the FCC to impose such a
safety burden on a select group of people, whether they be hobbyists or industry.

The FCC is apparently seeking to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC probably does not think that
using the band for radio control modeling is as important as industrial use. I believe,
however, that I speak for the thousands of people across America who have invested
considerable money and time into the hobby, when I voice an extreme dissenting opinion to
the FCC’s apparent beliefs.

This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment, as well as employment, for thousands of
people like myself and the local hobby shop proprietors in North Platte, Nebraska and
across this country. Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to modify the 72 - 76 MHz radio frequency band.

DAN C. NGUYEN, M.D. 0 77\% 3\\
319 EAST B STREET ' t

NORTH PLATTE, NEBRASKA 69101
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February 1, 1993

The Honorable Bill Barrett
1607 Longworth

House Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Barrett:

I have been interested in aviation for as long as | can remember, and this interest has
manifested itself in the hobby of building and flying radio controlled model airplanes. |
currently own 7 radios and 27 model aircraft, as well as numerous motors, engines and related
field equipment and accessories. These items are worth well over $10,000. | belong to an
active club of 60 other R/C fliers, with similar interests and investment in equipment.

! am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currenly assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model
airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. | am
told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as
much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themiselves are expensive to build; but more to the point,
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causes the operator to lose control of the aircraft. We often fly our models at organized events
and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

| do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek toc improve the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our
radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely yours,

835 Turner Avenue
Hastings, NE 68901



February 2, 1993

Joseph F Matthias
1822 Bateman Street
Hastings, NE 68901

The Honorable Bill Barrett

1607 Longworth Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Barrett:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications
Commission is considering an action that will severely limit and
potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine, radio controlled
model airplanes. I am active in a local club called the Hasfings
Skylarks whose members provide entertainment for local yocuth groups,
schools, and Hastings Regional Center patients.

I own several radios and model airplanes, plus all the necessary
equipment to keep these models safely in the air. Don’t let the FCC
shoot me down with their new PR Docket 92-235, part 88.

Keep in the present Part 90. This keeps the 10 Khz spacing between

fixed commercial users and freguencies used by R/C enthusiasts. The
new Part 88 will allow mobile users on freguencies with 2.5 Khz of
frequencies available to me and club members. This would eliminate

safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band for my
type of aircraft.

When our club operate our R/C models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio
control frequencies. If the number of usable freguencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will
become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposed PR Docket 92-235 for the
72-76 MKz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has a
deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more difficult
to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

¢EB 10199









January 31, 1993

The Honorable Bill Barrett
U. S. House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Mr. Barrett:

I am an active Radio Control Model enthusiast, and as such I am extremely concerned
about the Federal Communications Commissions (FCC) proposed rule modifications, PR
Docket 92-235, that will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
radio control model use. These frequency changes, if adopted, would greatly increase the
risk of accidents, and create an enormous liability problem for anyone flying radio
controlled models. In short, the proposed frequency changes will make safe Radio Cantral
Operations nearly impossible. These changes may destroy a hobby far many thousands of
Americans, as well as cause the certain job less of many individuals who make their living
in the Radio Contrd industry.

Radio control frequencies are in the 72 to 76 MHz band, a band which has primarily been
used for private land mobile dispatch operations. The radio control frequencies in this
band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without interfering with each other.

The FCC now wants to create more land mobile frequencies by rearranging the band. As
a result, many of the land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control
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frequency changes are adopted, the safe operation of Radio Contra Models will be severely
jeopardized

Many radio controlled models have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 to 40
pounds. The models are expensive to build, but more importantly, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the
operater to lose contral of the craft. Radio control modelers go to great lengths to ensure
the safe operation of their models. Crowding the frequency band will throw in a safety
variable that no modeler can control. It is unacceptable for the FCC to impose such a
safety burden on a select group of people, whether they be hobbyists or industry.

The FCC is apparently seeking to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC probably does not think that
using the band for radio control modeling is as important as industrial use. I believe,
however, that I speak for the thousands of people across America who have invested
considerable money and time into the hobby, when I voice an extreme dissenting opinion to
the FCC’s apparent beliefs.

_ This hobby provides many hours megiogent._as well g emplovment. for thousands of
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JAMES NUTTER
RR. 1 BOX 50 %
SHELTON, NE. 68376




Month, Day, Year (Date)
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I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents an
attendant liability for. controlling model airplanes. C
Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with the other.

d /hoo/e/r'e\ S(C\C

}Iﬂy‘"‘ ﬁ‘ ppente sa emcntn msava Tem

i !rr!-‘n!'is W“I! I-i“‘jmﬁ_nfmriﬁ.h'ﬁ"mﬁﬂ(?—and-_




